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Sir: 

Applicant hereby requests review of the final rejections to the independent claims 
set forth in the above-identified application. The reasons set forth below frame the issue 
to be considered as part of the pre-appeal review process. 

Claims 1-66 are pending in this application. Claims 1-66 are rejected under 35 
USC § 103(a) as being obvious in view of Phillips et al., US Published Patent Application 
No. 2004.0150751, hereinafter "Phillips," in view of Gordon et al, US Pat. No. 
7,634,788. 

As set forth below, Applicant respectfully submits that the combination of Phillips 
and Gordon simply fails to teach the structure and features claimed by Applicant in 
independent claims 1, 19, 37, 55, 59, and 63. 

With respect to claim 1, which included limitations found in the various 
independent claims, Applicant notes that this claim recites, inter alia, ". . .forming a first 
compressed image [received as an analog signal and converted to a digital image] from a 
portion of a first image area by representing at least one segment of the first image within 
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the portion with a reference to another segment of the first image within the portion. . ." 
Applicant has searched the specification of Phillips and Gordon, including the portions 
relied upon by the Examiner, and is unable to find any teaching whatsoever of forming a 
compressed image for integration into a second image, where the first image is formed 
from only a portion of that image. 

The Office Action, at pages 2 and 3, submits Phillips teaches ". . .forming a 
compressed image from a portion of a first image area. . . [by] using encoder 5 15 to 
compress an image in a MPEG-2 format such that portions of the image can be 
manipulated to prepare the image for integration with a second image. . ." Office Action, 
pages 2 and 3. Applicant respectfully disagrees, submitting that this statement 
mischaracterizes the operation of Phillips. 

Phillips teaches a system for superimposing a first image over a portion of a 
second. Phillips, paragraph [0006]. In the superimposition process. Phillips employs a 
first complete image and a second complete image. Portions arc not used . "The 
compositing device has a video output that provides a video output signal. The video 
output signal is a combination of the two video input signals formed based at least in part 
on the selector signal." Phillips, paragraph [0007]. While it is clear that these images can 
be scaled, superimposed, and can have their resolution changed, neither Phillips nor 
Gordon teaches forming a first compressed image from a portion of a received and 
converted image. 

Turning to the passages set forth by the Examiner in the Office Action as teaching 
this for the combination, Applicant is unable to find any teaching of forming a first 
compressed image from a portion of a received image. Beginning with FIG. 5, which is 
shown here for reference, Applicant is unable to find any such teaching. 

FIG. 5, shown below, illustrates a composite signal (541) coming from two input 
signals: video signal A (530,531) and video signal B (532,533). As noted above, Phillips 
clearly states that the superimposition uses the entirety of the received signal. While the 
superimposed signal is sometimes referred to by Phillips as a "partial screen signal," it is 
clear that this is made not from a "portion" of an image, but rather from the entirety of an 
image. Consider the discussion of FIG. 7, which describes the ". . .operation of systems 
500 and 501 . .." Phillips, paragraph [0122]. In the description of FIG. 7, Phillips 
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expressly states, "NID 520 then reduces full channel B 720a to a smaller size and/or 
resolution relative to full channel A 710a, and forms a composite signal with the reduced 
full channel B 720a, represented as an image 720b, superimposed over full channel 
710a, represented as an image 710b. The composite signal is then provided to a display 
device that displays an image 750." Phillips, paragraph [0132]. 
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Turning to paragraphs [118], [119], [133], and [134], each of which are relied 
upon by the Examiner in making the rejection, Applicant is unable to find any teaching 
whatsoever of forming a first compressed image from a portion of an image. The 
"operation" of the NID, which is referenced in paragraphs [0118] and [0119], expressly 
states that full channels are used in paragraph [0132]. The same occurs in paragraphs 
[0133] and [0134]. These paragraphs are cited here with Applicant's emphasis: 



[0133] Turning to FIG. 7b, a variation is described where head end server 510 reduces 
full channel B 720a prior to transmitting to NID 520. As depicted , full channel A 710a 
is transmitted to NID 520 as video signal A 530 In addition, full channel B 720a is 
reduced, to form reduced channel B 720c Reduced channel B 720c is then transmitted 
to NID 520 as video signal B 532. Reduced channel B 720c can be reduced in size, 
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resolution, and/or bandwidth. Thus, as previously discussed, encoder 515 can compress 
full channel 720a, and/or resolution modifier 513 can reduce the resolution of full 
channel 720a to achieve reduced channel B 720c. NIP 520 forms a composite signal 
with the reduced channel B 720c, represented as an image 720b, superimposed over 
full channel 710a, represented as an image 710b. The composite signal is then 
provided to a display device that displays an image 750. 

[0134] Turning to FIG. 7c, a variation is described where head end server 510 reduces 
full channel B 720a prior to transmitting to NID 520, and further eliminates data from 
the area where reduced channel B 720c will be superimposed. Full channel A 710a with 
the picture-in-picture window eliminated is represented as channel 710c. Where the 
signal formats allow for such data eLimination, this approach reduces the bandwidth 
required to transmit full channel A 710a to MP 520, without reducing the viewing 
enjoyment of an end user . Head end server 510 can eliminate the data from full channel 
A 710a using Location and/or size information provided by selector signal 534. NID 520 
forms a composite signaL with the reduced channel B 720c, represented as an image 720b, 
superimposed over full channel 710a with the eliminated picture-in-picture window, 
represented as an image 710b. The composite signal is then provided to a display device 
that displays an image 750. 

The addition of Gordon to Phillips fails to correct this deficiency. As with 
Phillips, Gordon teaches the encoding of full video frame sequences to form an 
interactive program guide. Gordon, Abstract. In the description of Gordon, it is clear that 
full frames are used. "[T]he invention produces the IPG (500 of FIG. 5 A) using a novel 
compositing technique that enables full motion video to be positioned within an IPG and 
have the video seamlessly transition from one IPG page to another." Gordon, col. 5, lines 
1-4. 

While different portions of the full motion video can be encoded differently as set 
forth at col. 7, lines 10-30, it is clear that a complete video image is used. "The IPG 
generator 116 performs ensemble encoding by combining the three video sequences, the 
background and the guide graphics into a comprehensive IPG display such as the one 
depicted as IPG page 500 in FIG. 5A or IPG page 600 in FIG. 6. As shall be described in 
detail below, the informational video is overlaid onto the background to form a 
background/video composite and then various IPG grids are overlaid upon the 
background/video composite . In this manner, a number of IPG "pages", for example, 
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fifteen of them, are produced, where each page depicts ten channels of programming 
information. Each of these IPG pages is encoded within the IPG generator 116 into a 
compressed digital bitstream, e.g., an MPEG compliant bitstream." Gordon, col. 5, lines 
48-60. 

Applicant respectfully submits that this is nothing more than the superimposition 
of one complete image atop another, as was taught in Phillips. Consequently, as neither 
reference teaches ". . .forming a first compressed image [received as an analog signal and 
converted to a digital image] from a portion of a first image area by representing at least 
one segment of the first image within the portion with a reference to another segment of 
the first image within the portion. .." as recited in Applicant's claim 1, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the combination of Phillips and Gordon cannot do so either. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that no prima facie case of obviousness has 
been established, and therefore the rejection is overcome. Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration of the rejection in light of these comments. As each independent claim 
recites a limitation similar to claim 1, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-66 are 
in condition for allowance. 

In view of the comments above, withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully 
requested. 




Attorney for Applicants Reg No.: 45,432 
404-797-81 1 1; 404-880-9912 (fax) 
pburrus@burrasiplaw.com 
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